EXH BIT B

DOCUMENTS W THHELD FROM GORST LANDFI LL CERCLA 104(e) REQUEST

1. Email from Nancy D. d azier, Assistant Counsel, NAVFAC
NWto Larry Tucker, dated March 29, 2002, SUBJECT: FW
Gorst Creek Landfill PRIVILEGED ATTORNEY CLI ENT
COMVUNI CATI ON.  Thi s docunent describes Ms. Jazier’s
observations and recommendati ons to NAVFAC NW based on
attending a neeting with Kitsap County and ot hers regarding
the Gorst Landfill. The docunment is wi thheld on the basis
of attorney-client privilege.

2. Email from Nancy D. d azier, Assistant Counsel, NAVFAC NW
to Panmel a Kromholtz and Larry Tucker, dated April 1, 2002,
SUBJECT: FW Corst Creek Landfill PRI VILEGED ATTORNEY

CLI ENT COVMUNI CATION. This email forwards the docunent
described in nunber | to Ms. Kronmholtz, as the Acting

Envi ronnent al Departnent Head. The docunent is w thheld on
the basis of attorney-client privilege.

3. Draft of Information Paper dated |3 March 2009 under

preparation by Nancy D. G azier, SUBJECT: Bremerton Auto
Wecking Landfill (BAW) and intended for NAVFAC NW seni or
| eadership. The docunent is withheld on the basis of the
attorney-work product and attorney work product privilege.

4. Email from Nancy D. G azier to CAPT Robert Schl esinger,
Commandi ng O ficer, NAVFAC NW et al., dated April 8, 2009,
SUBJ: Brenerton Auto Wecking Landfill, Confidential. This
docunent provides information and reconmendati ons regardi ng
the subject site and transmts an Information Paper dated
April 7, 2009 regarding the site. The docunents are

wi thhel d on the basis of attorney-client and attorney-work
product privil ege.

5. Draft of letter under preparation by Nancy D. 3 azier to
Paul J. Hirsch, dated April xx, 2009, regarding the Gorst
Landfill. The docunent is withheld on the basis of
attorney-work product privilege.

6. Email from Panela Kromholtz, to Nancy D. G azier, dated
Decenber 18, 2009, SUBJ: Coments and Questions — Corst
Landfill aka Bremerton Auto Wecking (PRI VI LEGED ATTORNEY
CLI ENT COVMUNI CATI ON). Docunent requests information from
counsel and provides information to counsel regarding the
site. The docunent is withheld on the basis of attorney-
client privilege.

7. Email from Panela Kromholtz, to CAPT Greg Harshberger,
Executive Oficer (XO and Nancy D. d azier, Assistant



Counsel , dated Decenmber 18, 2009, SUBJECT: FW Brenerton
Auto Wecking Landfill, Confidential. This docunent
provides information to the XO regardi ng the subject site
and forwards an email described in nunber 8, below. This
docunent is withheld on the basis of attorney-client
privilege and attorney work product.

8. Emmil from CAPT Robert Schl esinger, Commandi ng O ficer,
NAVFAC NWto Admiral Janmes Synonds, Comrander Navy Regi on
Nort hwest, Nancy D. d azier, Assistant Counsel, et al.
dated February 19, 2009, SUBJ: Brenmerton Auto Wecking

Landfill, and includes the heading, “This docunent contains
confidential attorney-work product, and/or information
protected under the attorney-client privilege.” The emai

contains information excerpted froman informati on paper
prepared by Nancy D. d azier, Assistant Counsel, regarding
the BAW. aka Gorst Landfill. The docunent is w thheld on
the basis of attorney-client and attorney-work product
privil ege.

9. Email from Admiral Synonds, to Captain Schlesinger
dated February 19, 2009, to CAPT Robert Schl esinger, Nancy
D. Qazier, et al., inreply to the email described in
nunber 8 above. The docunent is withheld on the basis of
attorney-client and attorney work product privilege.

10. Email from Nancy D. dazier to John Gordon, et al.
dated February 2, 2010, SUBJ: Corst Landfill (PRI VILEGED
ATTORNEY CLI ENT COVWMUNI CATI ON). Thi s docunent provides

| egal advice and information regarding the site to the Navy
representative. This docunment is withheld on the basis of
attorney-client and attorney work-product privilege.

11. Email from Pam Kromholtz to Janes Brent, Counsel, Nancy
D. dazier, Assistant Counsel, et al., dated February 8,
2010, SUBJ: Corst Landfill (PRIVILEGED ATTORNEY CLI ENT
COVMUNI CATION).  This email provides information to
attorneys representing the Navy on this matter. The
docunent is withheld on the basis of attorney-client

privil ege.

12. Notes of Dina G nn, dated February 11, 2009. These

not es docunent the observations of Dina G nn of a neeting
attended by Nancy D. d azier, Assistant Counsel and Dina
Gnn wth Kitsap County officials. The notes were prepared
for use by counsel representing the Navy regarding the Corst
Landfill. The docunent is wthheld on the basis of
attorney-client and attorney-work product privilege.

13. Email fromEric Hanger, Assistant Counsel to Larry
Tucker, Dated Novenmber 17, 1999, SUBJ: CGorst Creek Landfill -
FWReport. This email provides |egal advice and
reconmmendations to the Navy representative regarding the



subject site. This docunent is withheld on the basis of
attorney-client privilege.

14. Enmail and draft letter fromNancy D. G azier to Larry
Tucker, et al., dated April 2, 2002, SUBJ: Corst Creek
Landfill PRIVILEGED ATTORNEY CLI ENT COVMUNI CATION. This
emai | provides |legal review of a draft Navy letter to the
Department of Health regarding the subject site. This
docunent is withheld on the basis of attorney-client

privil ege.

15. Email and draft letter fromNancy D. (G azier to Larry
Tucker, et al., dated April 1, 2002, SUBJ: Corst Creek
Landfill PRIVILEGED ATTORNEY CLI ENT COVMUNI CATION. This
emai | provides |legal review of a draft Navy letter to the
Department of Health regarding the subject site. This
docunent is withheld on the basis of attorney-client
privil ege.

16. Email fromNancy D. dazier to Larry Tucker, et al.
dated January 9, 2002, RE: Corst Creek, Confidential. This
emai | provides | egal advice and recomendations to the Navy
regarding the subject site. This docunent is wthheld on
the basis of attorney-client privilege.

17. Email from Larry Tucker to Patrick Vasicek, Eric Hanger
and Dave Carpenter, dated May 30, 2000, SUBJ: FW Corst

Landfill SHA comments. This email provides conments and
observations concerning the subject report to the Deputy of
the Environnmental Dept. and counsel. The docunent is

wi thhel d on the basis of attorney client privilege.

18. Email fromEric Hanger to Larry Tucker, et al., dated
June 2, 2000, SuBJ: Corst Landfill SHA comments. Attorney
response and anal ysis of comments in response to nunber 17
above. The docunent is withheld on the basis of attorney
client privilege.

19. Email from Dave Carpenter to Eric Hanger, et al., dated
June 2, 2000, SUBJ: Gorst Landfill SHA comments. This enai
provides further information on the subject docunent. The
docunent is withheld on the basis of attorney client

privil ege.

20. Email fromLarry Tucker to Dave Carpenter, Eric Hanger,
et al., dated June 2, 2000, SUBJ: CGorst Landfill SHA
comments. This email is in reply to nunber 19. The docunent
is withheld on the basis of attorney client privilege.

21. Email from Dave Carpenter to Larry Tucker, Eric Hanger
and Patrick Vasicek, dated June 2, 2000, SUBJ: GCorst
Landfill SHA conments. This email is in reply to nunber 20.
The docunent is withheld on the basis of attorney client
privil ege.



22. Email from Nancy dazier to Mke Brady and Larry
Tucker, dated January 25, 2002, SUBJ: GCorst Creek/Anes

Landfill. This email requests action by the real estate
departnment in obtaining certain information regarding the
subject landfill. The docunent is withheld on the basis of

attorney client privilege.

23. Email from Mke Brady to Stephen Lowery and Nancy

d azier, dated January 25, 2002, SUBJ: FW Corst

Creek/ Anes Landfill. This email forwards the enui
identified in nunber 22 and provides direction to the real
estate staff. The docunment is withheld on the basis of
attorney client privilege.

24. Email from Stephen Lowery to Nancy G azier and M ke
Brady, dated January 31, 2002, SUBJ: Gorst Creek/Anes
Landfill. This email responds to counsel’s request
identified in nunber 22. The document is wi thheld on the
basis of attorney client privilege.

25. Email from Nancy d azier to Stephen Lowery, et al.
dated February 11, 2002, SUBJ: GCorst Creek/Anes Landfill.
This email is counsel’s reply to email nunber 24. The
docunent is withheld on the basis of attorney client
privil ege.



